[ Fake rate vs vertpos |

fakerate vs r

Ratio

©
©

o
o)

I
IS
[

o
N

| e T e

1 1 ?
track ref. pgint r (crr11)0

[ Duplicates Rate vs vertpos |
~ 0.0%

.009
.008
.007
.006

auplicajessatevs

o
o
S
a

0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001

RN e e LR RN AR R R R AR E R RERRN RRLRS

e
g

Ratio
s O
1]

2

1072 10 1 10 0?
track ref. point r (cml)

[ Pileup rate vs vertpos |

0.8

pileup rate vs r

0.2 e ey

07
17N SN S S
IS0 0 N S S
1 0e'SS S N S

T SR S S— AR

...............................

Ratio

Fake rate vs

e R A

fakerate vs z

Ratio

R i
T et s s S S
e S S S S

7 RS RIS RSN SN SR S

—— D

M_mKFit_TT base_8iter_noSel_ok

DQM_MRFT_TT _baseR_NoSel_oK
éM:mkFlth:Retralnv2_Biter_nTJSe|_ok

et o o‘--,'p.“’?‘ﬂ

= b st
prageaeiti
T AR

b Ny %
:m#ﬁ v .

0.957

=20 10 0 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

Fake rate vs.sim PV z |

fakerate vs Sim. PV z

Ratio

0.6

N L LR SRR ERRLLELLREERRRE

I SRR O . S
[ A S A S R

04t

7 NN TS SO R VN SO

0.95!

SRR N W wes ey
L Lt
20 -15 10 50 5
Sim. PV z (cm)

~ 0.07
[2]

$.009
9.008
.007
.006,
(o]

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002

................................................

uglicates

................................................

; ; I
-10 O 10 20 30
track ref. point z (cm)

[ Duplicates Rate vs sim PV z |
~ 0.01

>
20.009
5008
%.007
3
®.006
7]
9.005
(&)
2.004
=)
9.003
0.002
0.001
G.
4.

Ratio

2

20 =15 -10 =5 0 5 10 15 20
Sim. PV z (cm)

0.05]

Ratio

track ref. point z (cm)

[ Pileu

p ratevs.sim PV z]

~ 05

o
w

0.25]

pileup rate

I
N

0.15]
0.1
0.05

................................................

Ratio

Sim. PV z (cm)



	Contents
	Page 1


